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APPLICATION OF

WASHINGTON GAS LIGHT COMPANY
AND SHENANDOAH GAS DIVISION
OF WASHINGTON GAS LIGHT COMPANY CASE NO. PUE-2002-00364

For a general increase in natural gas
rates and charges and approval of
performance-based rate regulation
methodology pursuant to
Va. Code § 56-235.6

HEARING EXAMINER’S RULING

February 4, 2003

On January 30, 2003, the Staff of the State Corporation Commission, by counsel, filed a
motion seeking acceptance by the Commission of the “Comments of the Staff of the State
Corporation Commission” and accompanying schedules as a late-filed exhibit.  In support of the
motion the Staff states that during the December 16, 2002, public hearing, Washington Gas Light
Company (“WGL” or the “Company”) offered preliminary remarks that were in the nature of a
Partial Stipulation.  The Partial Stipulation was identified in the record as Exhibit 1.  Under
Paragraph (2) of Exhibit 1, the Company, Staff, and all parties agreed that the record would
remain open to receive as late-filed exhibits the actuarial studies supporting the reasonableness
of the updated Pension and Other Post-Employment Benefits (“OPEB”) expenses proposed by
the Company.  Paragraph (2) of Exhibit 1 also provided that the Staff, the Company, and all
parties would be permitted to supplement the record related to the OPEB expenses through
written comments.

On January 6, 2003, the Company filed its fiscal year 2003 actuarial studies as a late-filed
exhibit.  Staff has reviewed these studies and proposes to update its adjustments for WGL and its
Shenandoah Division to incorporate the effects of the pension and OPEB obligations on the
Staff’s revenue requirements for WGL and the Shenandoah Division of WGL.  Staff states that
acceptance of its comments and accompanying schedules will ensure that the record correctly
reflects the revenue requirement supported by the Staff.  Further, the Company, the Attorney
General, Fairfax County, and the Apartment and Office Building Association of Metropolitan
Washington have no objection to the motion.

Good cause having been shown, I find the Motion to Accept Attached Comments as a
Late-Filed Exhibit should be, and is hereby, granted.  Accordingly,
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IT IS DIRECTED that the Comments and accompanying schedules submitted by the
Staff on January 30, 2003, are hereby accepted for filing, and shall be identified as Exhibit 52.

____________________________
Deborah V. Ellenberg
Chief Hearing Examiner


